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U.S.  Nuclear  Buildup:  A  Return  to  MAD? 


The  language  sounds  like  something  out  of  Dr. 
Strangelove:  Complex  2030,  "Reliable"  Replacement 
Warhead,  upgrading  the  nuclear  arsenal, 
dramatically  expanding  the  U.S.  ability  to  build 
new  nuclear  weapons,  and  tearing  up  disarmament 
treaties. 

The  Cold  War  ended  more  than  16  years  ago,  but 
the  administration  appears  bent  on  a  new  arms 
race  similar  to  the  one  the  U.S.  had  with  the  old 
Soviet  Union.  How  else  to  explain  the  apparent 
unwillingness,  detailed  in  this  newsletter,  of  the 
Bush  administration  to  begin  negotiations  on 
renewing  the  Strategic  Arms  Reduction  Treaty — an 
agreement  with  Russia  that  limits  the  deployment  of 
nuclear  weapons? 

The  administration  today  is  literally  pushing  Russia 
into  a  new  nuclear  arms  race.  The  United  States  still 
has  more  than  10,000  nuclear  warheads  and  has  not 
faced  a  serious  threat  from  another  nuclear  weapons 
state  for  more  than  a  decade.  Yet  this  year  the  U.S. 
took  the  first  steps  toward  a  $150  billion  project  to 
rebuild  the  nation's  nuclear  arsenal. 

The  head  of  the  National  Nuclear  Security  Agency 
told  Congress  last  year  that  the  administration  wants 
to  restore  U.S.  nuclear  bomb  making  capabilities 
to  Cold  War  levels.  And  while  most  of  the  nuclear 
warheads  in  the  U.S.  arsenal  will  last  and  be 
"reliable"  for  at  least  100  years,  the  administration 
has  asked  Congress  this  year  for  money  to  begin 
developing  a  new  "Reliable"  Replacement  Warhead. 

Reading  reports  in  U.S.  newspapers  of  these 
developments,  other  countries  would  be  rational 
in  assuming  that  the  Bush  administration  has  no 
interest  in  adhering  to  the  nuclear  Non-Proliferation 
Treaty  (NPT)  to  work  toward  nuclear  disarmament. 
The  administration's  stance  has  strengthened 
arguments  in  favor  of  developing  nuclear  weapons 


by  leaders  and  politicians  in  places  such  as  India 
and  North  Korea. 

The  Bush  administration  insists  it  is  not  fueling  a 
nuclear  arms  race,  and  these  other  countries  are 
mistaken.  The  U.S.  needs  to  build  new  "reliable" 
nuclear  weapons,  the  administration  says,  in  order 
to  have  the  security  to  begin  destroying  more  of  its 
nuclear  weapons,  as  called  for  by  the  NPT. 

Mutually  Assured  Destruction 

These  arguments,  as  we  demonstrate  in  this 
newsletter,  would  do  well  in  an  updated  version  of 
Dr.  Strangelove.  The  1960s  movie  aptly  satirized 
the  Cold  War-era  doctrine  of  Mutually  Assured 
Destruction— MAD  for  short.  Under  that  doctrine, 
both  the  U.S.  and  the  Soviet  Union  would  have 
so  many  nuclear  weapons  that  any  use  of  nuclear 
weapons  would  result  in  the  total  destruction  of 
both  countries. 

This  approach  made  no  sense  during  the  Cold  War 
and  makes  even  less  sense  now.  Today,  you  don't 
have  to  be  a  Quaker  to  believe  that  nuclear  weapons 
are  no  longer  useful  to  defend  the  United  States 
and  that  the  doctrine  of  deterrence  is  outdated  and 
dangerous.  As  former  Secretary  of  State  Henry 
Kissinger  and  former  Senator  Sam  Nunn  wrote  in 
the  Wall  Street  ]ournal:  "Reliance  on  nuclear  weapons 
for  [deterrence]  is  becoming  increasingly  hazardous 
and  decreasingly  effective.. ..We  endorse  setting 
the  goal  of  a  world  free  of  nuclear  weapons  and 
working  energetically  on  the  actions  required  to 
achieve  that  goal..."  We  agree.  ■ 
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Nuclear  Program  Questioned 

U.S.  leaders  across  the  political  spectrum  have  expressed  concern  about 
the  danger  of  nuclear  proliferation  and  the  administration's  plans  to 
modernize  the  U.S.  nuclear  arsenal. 

Reassertion  of  the  vision  of  a  world  free  of  nuclear  weapons  and  practical  mea¬ 
sures  toward  achieving  that  goal  would  be,  and  would  be  perceived  as,  a  bold 
initiative  consistent  with  America's  moral  heritage. 

-  George  Shultz,  William  Perry,  Henry  Kissinger,  Sam  Nunn, 

Wall  Street  Journal  op-ed, 

On  balance,  I  believe  that  we  could  defer  action  for  many  years  on  an  RRW 
[Reliable  Replace  Warhead]  program,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  this  would  put 
us  in  a  stronger  position  to  lead  the  international  community  in  the  continuing 
battle  against  nuclear  proliferation,  which  threatens  us  all. 

-  William  Perry,  former  Defense  Secretary,  congressional  hearing, 

3/29/07 

It  is.. .passing  strange  that  we  would  propose  to  improve  confidence  in  the  stock¬ 
pile  by  replacing  well-tested  zvarheads  with  zvarheads  that  haven't  been  tested.... 
If  the  U.S.  military  later  determines  that  testing  is  necessary,  you  would  have 
the  zoorst  ofzvorlds — uncertain  warheads,  abrogation  of  the  test-ban  treaty  and 
serious  damage  to  U.S.  efforts  to  convince  other  nations  that  nuclear  zveapons 
aren't  necessary. 

-  Robert  Gallucci,  former  Assistant  Secretary  of  State, 
congressional  hearing,  3/21/07 

Such  an  aimless  vision  [of  RRW]  zoill  not  be  tolerated,  I  believe,  by  this  commit¬ 
tee. ..We  expect  a  lot  and,  frankly,  the  taxpayers  deserz’e  a  lot. 

-  Representative  David  Hobson  (OH),  congressional  hearing,  3/29/07 


Nuclear  Disarmament  Update 

Join  some  10,000  disarmament  advocates,  policy  analysts,  and  others 
who  each  week  receive  by  email  FCNL's  "Nuclear  Calendar." 

Sent  out  every  Monday  morning  that  Congress  is  in  session,  the  calen¬ 
dar  highlights  national  and  international  events  related  to  nuclear  weap¬ 
ons  and  proliferation  issues. 

You  can  subscribe  by  going  to  FCNL's  website  at  www.fcnl.org/  nuclear 
and  clicking  on  "A  weekly  update"  and  then  on  "receive  update  by 
email." 

You  can  also  sign  up  for  periodic  electronic  updates  on  nonprolifera¬ 
tion  issues  on  the  website  by  clicking  on  "email  lists"  and  then  on  "No 
Nukes."  ■ 
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Administration  Seeks  Big  $  $ 

For  New  Nuclear  Weapons  Complex 


In  the  nearly  two  decades  since  the  end  of  the  Cold 
War,  the  U.S.  has  not  produced  new  H-bombs  or 
felt  the  need  to  significantly  modernize  its  nuclear 
arsenal.  Now,  the  Bush  administration  is  seeking 
funding  for  a  major,  costly  "upgrade"  that  would 
allow  the  U.S.  to  produce  new  nuclear  weapons. 

The  administration  argues  the  "upgrade"  is  needed 
to  make  the  U.S.  more  secure.  But  members  of 
Congress  from  both  major  political  parties  have 
expressed  skepticism  about  the  need  to  enhance 
the  U.S.  nuclear  arsenal  and  have  questioned  the 
$150  billion  price  tag.  Stopping  this  proposal,  called 
"Complex  2030"  for  the  date  the  upgrade  would 
be  completed,  is  a  priority  for  FCNL's  legislative 
program  in  the  110th  Congress  (January  Washington 
Newsletter,  p.  8). 

The  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  complex  is  a  network 
of  facilities  across  the  country  that  develop  and 
maintain  the  United  States'  arsenal  of  nuclear 
weapons.  The  complex  is  administered  by  a  semi- 
autonomous  agency  inside  the  Energy  Department 
called  the  National  Nuclear  Security  Administration 
(NNSA).  Just  maintaining  the  existing  nuclear 
weapons  complex  currently  costs  taxpayers  more 
than  $6  billion  a  year. 

The  plan  released  by  the  NNSA  this  past  fall  calls 
for  a  complete  overhaul  of  existing  U.S.  nuclear 


TAKE  ACTION:  You  can  have  a  real  impact  on 
your  legislators'  decisions.  Tell  them  that  you  are 
troubled  by  the  administration's  request  to  rebuild 
the  nation's  nuclear  weapons  complex.  Remind 
your  members  of  Congress  that  they  are  responsible 
for  deciding  whether  to  fund  these  dangerous 
programs  and  have  the  power  to  stop  them  now. 


weapons  facilities.  Included  in  the  proposal  is  the 
construction  of  a  new  nuclear  bomb-making  plant, 
which  would  give  the  U.S.  a  weapons  production 
capability  it  has  not  had  since  the  Rocky  Flats 
plant  in  Colorado  closed  in  1989.  If  completed, 
the  new  bomb  plant  would  annually  produce  125 
to  200  plutonium  pits,  the  primary  component  of 
thermonuclear  weapons. 

For  years  since  the  fall  of  the  Soviet  Union,  the  U.S. 
arsenal  of  nearly  10,000  nuclear  warheads  has  been 
viewed  by  the  executive  branch  as  "reliable,"  and 
large  enough  to  protect  the  United  States.  (Indeed 
this  arsenal  is  sufficient  to  kill  everyone  on  the  plant 
many  times  over.) 

Yet,  Complex  2030  and  the  proposed  bomb  plant, 
for  the  first  time  in  more  than  a  decade,  would 

(continued  on  page  4) 


Key  Members  of  Congress  Controlling  Funding  for  New  Nuclear  Weapons 


All  members  of  Congress  need 
to  hear  their  constituents' 
concerns  about  new  nuclear 
weapons  but  if  your  represen¬ 
tative  or  senators  sit  on  certain 
key  committees,  it  is  especially 
important  that  they  hear  from 
you. 

The  following  members  have 
the  power  to  cut  funding  for  the 
Reliable  Replacement  Warhead 
program  and  Complex  2030; 


House  Energy  &  Water 
Appropriations  Subcommittee: 
Pete  Visclosky  (IN),  Chair 
David  Hobson  (OH),  Ranking 
Member 

House  Armed  Services  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Strategic  Forces: 

Ellen  Tauscher  (CA),  Chair 
Terry  Everett  (AL),  Ranking 
Member 

Senate  Energy  &  Water 
Appropriations  Subcommittee; 


Byron  Dorgan  (ND),  Chair 
Pete  Dominici  (NM),  Ranking 
Member 

Senate  Armed  Services  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Strategic  Forces: 

Bill  Nelson  (PL),  Chair 
Jejf  Sessions  (AL),  Ranking 
Member 

Get  contact  information  on  our 
website  at  www.fcnl.org  and 
click  on  "Find  Your  Members  of 
Congress." 


Page  4 

New  Nuclear  Weapons  (continued  from  page  3) 

result  in  a  sharp  increase  in  U.S.  nuclear  weapon 
production  capacity.  As  NNSA  administrator 
Thomas  D'Agostino  told  a  congressional  committee 
in  April  2006,  Complex  2030  would  return  the  U.S. 
to  a  "level  of  capability  comparable  to  what  we  had 
during  the  Cold  War." 

A  Program  Without  a  Mission 

Since  the  end  of  the  Cold  War,  the  U.S.  nuclear 
weapons  program  has  struggled  to  justify  its 
existence.  As  former  Secretary  of  State  Henry 
Kissinger  recently  noted,  "the  doctrine  of  mutual 
Soviet- American  deterrence  [has  become]  obsolete 
[and]  reliance  on  nuclear  weapons  for  this  purpose  is 
becoming  increasingly  hazardous  and  decreasingly 
effective."  In  an  op-ed  published  January  4  in  the 
Wall  Street  Journal,  Kissinger  joined  former  Secretary 
of  State  George  Schultz,  former  Defense  Secretary 
William  Perry,  and  former  Senator  Sam  Nunn  in 
calling  for  universal  nuclear  disarmament. 

But  if  nuclear  weapons  are  not  needed,  funding  for 
the  nuclear  weapons  complex  would  be  in  jeopardy. 
This  funding  represents  the  paychecks  of  weapons 
scientists  and  bomb  plant  production  employees 
working  at  eight  primary  facilities  located  in 
congressional  districts  across  the  country.  Members 
of  Congress  from  districts  where  these  facilities 
are  located  recognize  the  economic  impact  to  local 
communities,  and  they  frequently  advocate  for 
increased  funding  for  new  nuclear  weapons  projects. 

In  some  cases,  support  for  the  weapons  complex 
becomes  more  a  matter  of  turning  on  the  Treasury 
spigot  in  members'  districts  rather  than  a  serious 
congressional  evaluation  of  the  "merits"  of  nuclear 
weapons.  As  Robert  Civak,  a  former  White 
House  budget  official  in  the  first  Bush  and  Clinton 
administrations,  stated,  "The  weapons  labs  are  more 
interested  in  job  security  than  national  security." 

Stop  Funding  Before  It  Gains  Momentum 

Frequently,  when  a  large  new  federal  program  such 
as  Complex  2030  is  proposed,  the  president's  initial 
request  is  only  a  small  portion  of  the  program's 
overall  cost.  Subsequent  budgets  call  for  ever 
larger  allocations.  In  the  case  of  Complex  2030, 
the  projected  cost  is  expected  to  balloon  from  the 
president's  fiscal  year  2008  request  of  $25  million 
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for  the  design  phase  of  the  new  bomb  plant,  to  an 
eventual  final  cost  of  $150  billion  when  the  program 
is  complete. 

Each  subsequent  annual  funding  allocation  would 
take  the  United  States  one  step  further  along  on  the 
path  to  completion  and  each  step  makes  it  harder 
to  reject  the  whole  project.  We  at  FCNL  believe 
this  dangerous  and  ill-founded  program  should 
be  stopped  at  the  starting  gate.  Congress  has  the 
"power  of  the  purse"  and  can  defund  this  ambitious 
plan  before  it  gains  momentum. 

During  congressional  hearings  on  the  Complex  2030 
plan  this  past  March,  members  expressed  doubt 
about  the  viability  of  and  need  for  the  new  complex. 
Many  members  noted  the  lack  of  a  coherent  national 
nuclear  weapons  policy  that  would  be  a  pre¬ 
requisite  for  such  a  large  expansion. 

As  Rep.  Pete  Visclosky  (IN),  the  chair  of  the  House 
Energy  and  Water  Appropriations  Subcommittee 
stated,  "We  are  not  going  to  begin  building  more 
nuclear  bombs  without  a  serious  and  open  national 
debate  on  that  policy  question." 

Other  members  question  NNSA's  track  record  of 
project  management  and  frequent  budget  overruns. 
Rep.  David  Hobson  (OH),  the  ranking  Republican 
on  the  same  subcommittee  noted,  "I  discussed  [with 
the  Energy  Department]  the  department's  bad  habit 
of  making  very  expensive  commitments  and  then 
expecting  Congress  to  fork  over  billions  of  dollars  to 
pay  the  costs  of  these  commitments,  especially  when 
they  weren't  budgeted." 

Rep.  Visclosky  questioned  how  the  U.S.  could  ask 
North  Korea  and  India  to  stop  developing  nuclear 
weapons  programs  while  the  U.S.  rebuilds  its 
own  arsenal.  "Given  the  United  States'  nuclear 
nonproliferation  commitments  around  the  world, 
our  desire  to  stop  proliferation  of  nuclear  weapons 
in  other  countries,  and  the  pressing  need  to  reduce 
the  size  of  the  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  complex  within 
a  believable  period  of  time,  I  am  disappointed  that 
the  Department  of  Energy  and  this  administration 
has  chosen  to  make  [new  nuclear  weapons]  its  top 
priority,"  Rep.  Visclosky  said. 

For  FCNL,  these  expressions  of  congressional 
caution  are  good  news.  But  members  of  Congress 
still  need  to  hear  from  their  constituents  and  to  be 
reminded  by  them  of  the  unacceptable  financial  and 
moral  costs  of  nuclear  weapons.  ■ 
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The  U.S.  Moves  Away  front 
Nuclear  Arms  Control  Treaties 


The  Bush  administration's  policy  of  ignoring  some 
international  treaties  and  actively  working  to  under¬ 
mine  others  puts  in  jeopardy  decades  of  successful 
work  to  reduce  the  danger  of  a  nuclear  war. 

Nuclear  arms  control  requires  the  slow,  difficult 
work  of  building  structures  for  international  coop¬ 
eration  and  negotiating  and  implementing  interna¬ 
tional  agreements.  The  administration  has  shown 
little  appetite  for  such  work,  preferring  quick,  uni¬ 
lateral  action.  One  casualty  of  this  policy  has  been 
the  effort  to  reduce  the  world's  stockpile  of  nuclear 
weapons. 

Global  Arms  Control  in  Jeopardy 

Today,  the  nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty  (NPT)  is 
in  jeopardy.  In  2004,  most  of  the  187  other  nations 
that  had  signed  the  NPT  had  reached  a  basic  con¬ 
sensus;  another  treaty,  the  Comprehensive  Test  Ban 
Treaty  (CTBT),  had  to  be  an  integral  part  of  the 
agenda  when  nations  gathered  in  2005  to  review 
progress  in  implementing  the  NPT.  As  nuclear 
tests  by  France,  India,  Pakistan  and  more  recently 
by  North  Korea  have  demonstrated,  any  test  of  a 
nuclear  weapon  has  a  severely  negative  effect  on 
the  security  of  the  world.  An  effective  international 
ban  on  nuclear  testing  would  be  an  important  step 
toward  making  the  world  more  secure.  Some  177 
nations  have  signed  the  CTBT,  and  138  have  ratified 
the  treaty. 

Yet  to  be  effective,  the  ban  has  to  be  signed  and  rati¬ 
fied  by  countries  that  are  able  to  develop  nuclear 
weapons.  The  U.S.  is  one  of  several  nuclear  weap¬ 
ons  states  that  have  not  ratified  the  CTBT,  and  the 
Bush  administration  does  not  support  the  treaty. 

The  U.S.  delegation  to  the  May  2005  NPT  review 
conference  undermined  that  gathering  by  refusing  to 
acknowledge  the  CTBT  in  any  way.  Because  of  U.S. 
intransigence,  the  conference  adjourned  without  any 
agreement  on  how  to  strengthen  the  nonprolifera¬ 
tion  regime. 

But  the  Bush  administration  has  not  limited  itself  to 
opposing  only  the  NPT  and  CTBT.  For  more  than  a 
decade,  the  U.S.  and  Russia  have  agreed  to  limit  the 
deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  based  on  conditions 


outlined  in  the  Strategic  Arms  Reduction  Treaty 
(START),  negotiated  during  the  Reagan  administra¬ 
tion  with  the  then-Soviet  Union.  Now  that  treaty 
is  in  trouble.  President  Bush  needs  to  give  the  Rus¬ 
sians  a  one-year  extension  notice  in  December  2008. 
Russian  President  Vladimir  Putin  has  expressed  a 
strong  desire  to  negotiate  further  nuclear  reductions. 
But  the  Bush  administration  has  so  far  refused  to 
commit  even  to  renewing  this  important  treaty. 

Treaties  with  Russia  Expiring 

President  Bush  did  negotiate  a  separate  Strategic 
Offensive  Reductions  Treaty  (SORT)  with  Russian 
President  Putin  in  2002  that  calls  for  further  reduc¬ 
tions  in  deployed  (ready-to-use)  nuclear  weapons. 
But  SORT  lacks  the  verification  and  enforcement 
powers  of  the  START  treaty  and  will  itself  expire  in 
2012.  Acknowledging  these  shortcomings,  adminis¬ 
tration  officials  have  pointed  out  that  START  is  still 
in  place,  implying  that  the  combination  of  SORT  and 

(continued  on  page  6) 


A  Gift  for  New 
Graduates 

Give  graduating  seniors 
a  window  into  the  world 
of  public  policy!  Send 
them  the  monthly  FCNL  Washington  Newsletter 
and  the  periodic  Indian  Report  for  a  year  by  mak¬ 
ing  a  donation  in  their  name  to  FCNL.  A  card 
will  be  sent  to  the  graduate  informing  her  or 
him  that  the  publications  will  be  coming  as  a  gift 
from  you.  Here's  how  to  make  your  gift. 

Mail  your  check  to  FCNL,  245  Second  Street, 

NE,  Washington,  DC,  20002.  Include  the  gradu¬ 
ate's  name  and  address. 

Charge  your  donation  to  your  credit  card  by 
calling  800-630-1330,  ext.  2538. 

Donate  online  securely  by  going  to  FCNL's 
website,  wwnv.fcnl.org,  and  clicking  on  the 
"Donate  on  Line"  link.  In  the  "comment"  box 
include  the  names  and  addresses  of  persons  you 
want  to  receive  the  publications. 


Page  6 


FCNL  Washington  Newsletter,  May  2007 


Congress  Gets  Serious  About 
Securing  Nuclear  Weapons  Materials 


Hundreds  of  tons  of  nuclear  weapons  materials 
are  stored  at  inadequately  secured  facilities  in  Rus¬ 
sia  and  perhaps  as  many  as  20  other  countries.  A 
small  amount  of  this  bomb-grade  nuclear  material — 
roughly  the  size  of  a  grapefruit — would  produce  a 
Hiroshima-size  blast. 

Congress  acknowledged  the  serious  need  to  secure 
such  "loose"  nuclear  weapons  materials  when  it 
added  $68  million  for  nonproliferation  programs 
to  the  fiscal  year  2007  (FY07)  continuing  resolution 
passed  in  February  of  this  year. 

In  the  separate  FY07  supplemental  appropriations 
bill  (the  Iraq  war  supplemental  fundimg  bill)  that 
was  being  hammered  out  when  the  Washington 
Newsletter  went  to  press,  the  House  approved  an 
additional  $150  million  for  nonproliferation  pro¬ 
grams  while  the  Senate  added  $63  million. 

The  urgency  of  preventing  nuclear  weapons  materi¬ 
als  from  getting  into  the  hands  of  violent  extremists 
was  underscored  by  former  Georgia  Senator  Sam 
Nunn,  a  long-time  nonproliferation  advocate.  Testi¬ 
fying  March  29  before  the  House  Energy  and  Water 
Appropriations  Subcommittee,  Nunn  said:  "Stock¬ 
piles  of  loosely  guarded  nuclear  weapons  materials 
are  scattered  around  the  world,  offering  inviting 
targets  for  theft  or  sale.  [The  U.S.  is]  working  on  this, 
but  I  believe  the  threat  is  outrunning  our  response." 


TAKE  ACTION:  Please  tell  your  members  of 
Congress  that  securing  "loose"  nuclear  weapons 
materials  is  critical  and  that  these  programs  need 
more  funding. 


In  May,  appropriations  committees  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  will  begin  considering  their  bills 
for  FY08.  Congress  is  expected  to  ignore  President 
Bush's  recommendation  that  funds  for  nuclear  non¬ 
proliferation  programs  be  cut  by  $54  million  or  3.1% 
in  FY08.  Instead,  Congress  is  likely  to  insist  on  sig¬ 
nificant  funding  increases  for  these  programs. 

"1  don't  know  how  you  do  a  cost-benefit  analysis 
when  you're  talking  about  saving  an  unidentified 
American  city  from  nuclear  holocaust,"  said  Rep. 
Chet  Edwards  (TX)  during  a  hearing  on  the  presi¬ 
dent's  proposed  budget. 

Lobbying  by  FCNL  and  arms  control  organizations 
was  instrumental  in  achieving  increases  in  the  con¬ 
tinuing  resolution  and  the  supplemental  appropria¬ 
tions  bill  for  FY07.  We  will  again  be  advocating  for 
significant  increases  in  these  bills. 

Specifically,  we  will  seek  a  $200  million  increase  for 
two  Energy  Department  programs:  the  International 
Nuclear  Material  Protection  and  Cooperation  pro¬ 
gram,  and  the  Global  Threat  Reduction  Initiative.  ■ 


U.S.  Moves  Away  (continued  from  page  5) 

START  provides  a  strong  framework  for  cooperation 
on  reducing  the  danger  of  nuclear  war  between  the 
U.S.  and  Russia. 

But  if  START  expires  in  2009  that  argument  falls 
apart.  Recently  some  administration  officials  have 
also  been  noncommittal  about  whether  SORT  should 
be  renewed  when  it  expires  in  2012.  The  expiration 
of  both  START  and  SORT  would  end  an  era  in  which 
the  U.S.  and  the  former  Soviet  Union  worked  togeth¬ 
er  to  reduce  the  threat  of  nuclear  war. 

In  the  late  1960s,  arms  control  experts  speculated  that 
dozens  of  countries  would  soon  join  the  so-called 
"nuclear  club,"  and  that  countries  like  Portugal, 
Indonesia,  and  Egypt  would  soon  conduct  nuclear 


tests.  Thanks  to  international  efforts  at  nuclear  non¬ 
proliferation,  this  dangerous  scenario  has  not  yet 
happened. 

The  negotiation  of  treaties  involves  the  difficult  work 
of  compromise  and  it  requires  humility  and  a  respect 
for  representatives  of  other  nations.  It  also  requires 
forbearance  from  angry  rhetoric  and  a  commitment 
to  purposeful  engagement  with  nations  with  whom 
the  U.S.  has  stark  disagreements.  It  requires  patience 
and  wisdom. 

We  at  FCNL  believe  the  administration  should  be 
encouraged  not  to  turn  its  back  on  established  trea¬ 
ties.  Doing  so  would  return  the  U.S.  and  the  world 
to  a  much  more  dangerous  era.  ■ 
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New  Nuclear  Warheads  (continued  from  page  8) 

merit"  (Article  VI).  As  a  Vatican  representative 
remarked  at  the  United  Nations  in  2005,  "In  essence, 
the  NPT  promised  a  world  in  which  nuclear  weap¬ 
ons  would  be  eliminated..."  However,  "it  is  evident 
that  nuclear  deterrence  drives  the  development  of 
ever  newer  nuclear  arms,  thus  preventing  genuine 
nuclear  disarmament."  Researching  and  develop¬ 
ing  a  new  generation  of  "reliable"  nuclear  weapons 
could  undermine  international  arms  control  and 
nonproliferation  objectives  and  set  off  a  new  nuclear 
arms  race. 

The  U.S.  cannot  in  good  faith  call  on  other  nations  to 
stop  the  production  of  new  nuclear  weapons  while 
U.S.  scientists  are  spending  billions  to  develop  a  new 
generation  of  deadly  nuclear  bombs. 

The  former  chair  of  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  Sam  Nunn  (GA)  recently  warned  Congress, 
"On  the  RRW  itself,  if  Congress  gives  a  green  light 
to  this  program  in  our  current  world  environment,  I 
believe  that  this  will  be  misunderstood  by  our  allies, 
exploited  by  our  adversaries,  complicate  our  work 
to  prevent  the  spread  and  use  of  nuclear  weapons..., 
and  make  resolution  of  the  Iran  and  North  Korea 
challenges  all  the  more  difficult....!  would  not  fund 
additional  work  on  the  RRW  at  this  time." 

The  administration  claims  that  new  nuclear  weapons 
are  needed  for  some  future  new  threat.  However, 
such  U.S.  weapons  programs  make  it  easier  for 
nuclear  hawks  in  Moscow  and  Beijing  to  argue  for 
new  nuclear  weapons  for  their  own  nuclear  arsenals, 
undermining  the  process  of  disarmament. 

At  a  time  when  the  United  States  is  demanding 
restraint  in  Iran  and  North  Korea's  nuclear  pro¬ 
grams,  the  administration  is  intent  on  developing 
its  own  new  nuclear  weapons  against  an  undefined, 
future  threat.  As  Rep.  Ed  Markey  (MA),  a  leading 
congressional  critic  of  new  nuclear  weapons,  has 
stated,  "America  cannot  credibly  preach  nuclear 
temperance  from  a  barstool." 

Nuclear  Weapons  Testing? 

Several  members  of  Congress  also  fear  that  a  new 
nuclear  weapon  constructed  with  a  redesigned 
pit  would  require  nuclear  testing.  If  the  U.S.  then 
were  to  resume  testing,  other  nuclear  powers  likely 
would  follow  suit,  and  the  Comprehensive  Test  Ban 
Treaty  (CTBT)  would  dissolve.  Going  down  the 
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testing  path  would  lead  the  world  to  a  new  nuclear 
arms  race. 

Richard  Garwin,  an  nuclear  scientist  who  worked 
on  the  first  U.S.  thermonuclear  weapons,  made  this 
point  in  congressional  testimony:  "It  seems  likely 
that  such  high-level  concerns  [about  untested  nucle¬ 
ar  weapons]  would  lead  to  a  nuclear  explosion  test, 
despite  the  U.S.  being  a  signatory  to  the  CTBT..." 

Garwin  went  on  to  say,  "In  a  CTBT  era  this  would  be 
nothing  short  of  disastrous  and  would  not  only  call 
forth  nuclear  explosion  tests  by  some  of  our  rivals 
such  as  China  and  Russia  but  would  largely  destroy 
the  era  of  restraint  among  those  countries  choosing 
to  remain  without  nuclear  weapons." 

Congressional  Concern 

FCNL  is  encouraged  by  the  critical  congressional 
review  given  to  the  RRW  program.  Key  members  of 
Congress  appear  to  be  looking  carefully  at  these  pro¬ 
posals  and  not  simply  rubber-stamping  the  admin¬ 
istration's  ill-advised  and  reckless  plans  to  upgrade 
the  U.S.  nuclear  arsenal. 

As  Rep.  Pete  Visclosky  (IN),  chair  of  a  subcommittee 
that  funds  nuclear  weapons  warned,  "there  appears 
to  have  been  little  thought  given  to  the  question  of 
why  the  United  States  needs  to  build  new  nuclear 
warheads  at  this  time."  ■ 


Hiroshima-Nagasaki  Remembrances 

Our  world  changed  irrevocably  62  years  ago 
when  the  U.S.  on  Aug.  6  and  9  dropped  nuclear 
bombs  on  the  Japanese  cities  of  Hiroshima  and 
Nagasaki. 

Communities  across  the  U.S.  will  commemorate 
those  events  this  August.  If  your  church,  meet¬ 
ing  or  community  group  plans  to  participate  in 
such  a  commemorative  activity,  you  can  obtain 
resource  materials  to  distribute  from  FCNL's 
website. 

Go  to  www.fcnl.org  and  click  on  "nuclear 
disarmament"  to  see  what's  available.  Or 
contact  Program  Assistant  Devin  Helfrich  at 
devin@fcnl.org  about  our  Quaker  Nuclear 
Disarmament  Program. 
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No.  717,  May  2007 

New  Nuclear  Warheads  Jeopardize 
International  Nonproliferation  Efforts 


The  U.S.  has  nearly  10,000  nuclear  warheads  in  its 
arsenal.  This  includes  some  5,000  active,  ready- 
to-use  warheads  and  more  than  4,000  reserve  w^ar- 
heads.  The  stockpile  of  just  the  active  warheads  has 
the  destructive  power  equivalent  to  over  110,000 
bombs  of  the  type  that  were  dropped  on  Hiroshima. 

Given  these  sobering  statistics,  it  is  hard  to  image 
why  the  U.S.  would  need  to  develop  any  new^ 
nuclear  weapons  for  a  long,  long  time.  Certainly 
the  president  does  not  need  to  ask  for  money  to 
improve  this  nuclear  destruction  capability.  But 
that's  just  what  President  Bush  is  doing.  The 
administration  requested  $119  million  for  fiscal 
year  2008  (FY08)  to  enable  the  Energy  Department, 
in  conjunction  with  the  Pentagon,  to  design  and 
develop  a  program  to  replace  current  nuclear  war¬ 
heads  with  a  newly-designed  warhead.  The  pro¬ 
posed  new  bomb  is  called  the  "Reliable"  Replace¬ 
ment  Warhead  (RRW). 

"Reliability"  a  Misnomer 

Despite  the  "reliable"  label  of  the  proposed  new 
program,  the  current  U.S.  nuclear  arsenal  is  already 
reliable.  The  secretaries  of  Energy  and  Defense  have 
certified  to  the  president  each  year  for  the  past  11 
years  that  the  present  U.S.  nuclear  stockpile  is  safe, 
secure— and  reliable. 

The  keystone  of  the  Energy  Department's  argument 
for  RRW  has  been  the  supposed  "aging"  of  pluto¬ 
nium  pits,  an  essential  element  of  modern  nuclear 
weapons.  Department  officials  earlier  had  estimated 


TAKE  ACTION:  Let  your  senators  and  represen¬ 
tative  know  that  you  oppose  the  administration's 
plans  to  develop  new  nuclear  weapons  that  could 
reigmte  the  nuclear  arms  race.  Urge  your  legislators 
to  vote  against  any  funding  for  this  destabilizing 
program  that  would  jeopardize  international 
nonproliferation  treaties. 


that  some  pits  in  existing  weapons  would  become 
"unreliable"  in  less  than  a  decade  and  needed  to  be 
replaced.  Yet,  a  congressionally-mandated  report  by 
a  scientific  panel  released  last  fall  found  that  pits  will 
remain  "reliable"  for  more  than  twice  the  time  origi¬ 
nally  estimated,  with  most  pits  being  viable  for  more 
than  100  years. 

International  Nonproliferation  Efforts 

Developing  new  nuclear  weapons  is  at  odds  with  the 
U.S.  commitment  to  prevent  the  spread  of  these 
weapons  of  mass  destruction.  It  undermines  the 
nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty  (NPT),  an  interna¬ 
tional  agreement  signed  by  the  U.S.  and  187  other 
countries,  which  over  the  last  three  decades  has  sig¬ 
nificantly  limited  the  number  of  states  with  nuclear 
weapons. 

In  1970,  as  a  signer  of  the  NPT,  the  United  States 
agreed  "to  pursue  negotiations  in  good  faith  on 
effective  measures  relating  to  cessation  of  the  nuclear 
arms  race  at  an  early  date  and  to  nuclear  disarma- 

(continued  on  page  7) 


]■ 


[ 


J  . ■■■ , 


It 


— H. 


